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Procedures and methods recognized or prescribed by law must be followed in order for the 
court to obtain jurisdiction. 


A court's subject matter jurisdiction lies dormant until the court is called upon to exercise it by 
some sort of initiating procedural mechanism, such as a pleading, complaint, or information, and at 
that point, the court acquires jurisdiction in the limited sense of procedurally having the authority 


to proceed and exercise its jurisdiction in a particular case.! Active jurisdiction does not exist until 


an action or proceeding is commenced and pending.” Observance of the essential requisites of 
jurisdiction is required to confer on a court active jurisdiction, meaning the authority of the court 
to adjudicate the merits of the case, as opposed to potential jurisdiction, meaning the authority 


to adjudicate ancillary issues.’ The rules of civil procedure cannot extend or limit the court's 
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jurisdiction even though the rules may establish the proper method of invoking the jurisdiction of 


the court in particular cases.“ 


Compliance with required jurisdictional procedures is required in order for the court to obtain 
jurisdiction,’ and where jurisdiction is conferred by a constitutional provision? or statute, 


7 


compliance with the terms is required before a court can acquire jurisdiction,’ as where the 


language of the statute is prohibitory or mandatory’ or exclusive.” The courts' enforcement of 
compliance, however, does not support the addition of requirements beyond the express language 


of the authorization. !° Statutory procedures not clearly stated as jurisdictional requirements are not 
jurisdictional and do not affect the court's power to exercise jurisdiction, |! and not all defects in 


statutory procedure affect the court's competency to proceed. 12 State courts may require substantial 
compliance or satisfaction of the spirit of the procedural requirements before they will exercise 


jurisdiction. a 
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4 Wyo.—CSC Group Holdings, LLC v. Automation & Electronics, Inc., 2016 WY 26, 368 P.3d 302 (Wyo. 
2016). 
5 Cal.—People v. Medina, 171 Cal. App. 4th 805, 89 Cal. Rptr. 3d 830 (1st Dist. 2009), as modified on other 


grounds, (Mar. 10, 2009). 


Fla.—Laura M. Watson, P.A. v. Stewart Tilghman Fox & Bianchi, P.A., 162 So. 3d 102 (Fla. 4th DCA 2014). 
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